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The following remarks are in response to the Notice of Allowance mailed 
November 18, 2008. 

Applicants first wish to thank Examiner Lewis for the allowance of claims 1-23. 
However, Applicants respectfully traverse the Examiner's Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance for the following reason. 

Item 3 in the Examiner's Statement of Reasons for Allowance, at the second 
paragraph appears to distinguish only independent claim 1 over the prior art of 
record. However, because the Examiner's statement in this paragraph explicitly 
applies to claims 4 and 1 1 , Applicants respectfully request the Examiner place a 
statement on the record indicating that the Examiner's Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance in this paragraph should not be interpreted as narrowing the scope of 
independent claims 4 and 1 1 to include any limitations of claim 1 that are explicitly 
recited in claims 4 and 11. 

Item 3 in the Examiner's Statement of Reasons for Allowance, at the third 
paragraph, appears to distinguish only independent claim 13 over the prior art of 
record. However, because the Examiner's statement in this paragraph explicitly 
applies to claims 14, 15 and 23, Applicants respectfully request the Examiner place a 
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statement on the record indicating that the Examiner's Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance in this paragraph should not be interpreted as narrowing the scope of 
independent claims 14, 15 and 23 to include any limitations of claim 13 that are 
explicitly recited in claims 14, 15 and 23. 

Item 3 in the Examiner's Statement of Reasons for Allowance, at the fourth 
paragraph, appears to distinguish only independent claim 16 over the prior art of 
record. However, because the Examiner's statement in this paragraph explicitly 
applies to claims 20, 21 and 22, Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner's 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance in this paragraph should not be interpreted as 
narrowing the scope of independent claims 20, 21 and 22 to include any limitations 
of claim 16 that are explicitly recited in claims 20, 21 and 22. 
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